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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the im ention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the stibject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tumey et al. 
(US PG-PUB 20020097145), Nakano et al. (US PG-PUB 20030185554) and in further view of 
Miller (US Patent # 4093364). 

[Claim 1] 

Tumey teaches an image processing system for identifying car thieves (figures 1 and 2, 
Paragraph 22) characterized by comprising a dashboard panel being provided in front of the 
driver's seat, a candid camera (103) being provided behind the dashboard panel, and an infi-ared 
light projector (1 13) emitting infi-ared light toward the driver's seat, therein a hole is provided at 
a specific position on the dashboard panel so that the candid camera is appropriately set to face 
the driver's seat (Paragraph 24). Tumey fails to teach the hole being covered with a protectively- 
colored cover made of a translucent material and of the similar or the same color as that of the 
dashboard panel. However Nakano teaches an example using a translucent member as one 
modification example of the cover member of the camera according to one embodiment of the 
present invention (col. 2 lines 48-51). Therefore taking the combined teachings of Tumey and 
Nakano, it would be obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to have been 
motivated to have used a translucent cover for the camera in order for the camera to easily take 
an image through the lens covering of the hole. Tumey in view of Nakano fails to teach that the 
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translucent cover is the same color as the dashboard. However Miller teaches in FIG. 3 the cover 
portion 17 completes the surface configuration of the cutout 18 in dashboard 12 so that the 
camera 10 is completely hidden when not in use. The material for the cover portion 17 would of 
course be the same type as that which covers the dashboard 12 (col. 2 lines 34-39). Therefore 
taking the combined teachings of Tumey, Nakano and Miller, it would be obvious to one skilled 
in the art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have a the translucent cover is the 
same color as the dashboard so that it cannot be detected and be hidden from view. 
[Claim 2] 

Tumey teaches an infrared light projector being provided behind the hole facing the driver's seat 
(Paragraph 24). 
[Claim 3] 

Miller teaches to provide a protectively-colored cover being provided on the camera that is the 
same color as dashboard in order to hide it from view. Therefore taking the combined teachings 
of Tumey and Miller, it would be obvious to have a display background of the numbers, 
characters, symbols or the like on the dashboard panel so that the protectively-colored cover is 
assimilated with the display background. 
[Claim 4] 

Tumey teaches to provide a camera on a dashboard and Miller teaches to provide a protectively- 
colored cover being provided on the camera that is the same color as dashboard in order to hide it 
from view so it would be a matter of design choice to have a protectively-colored cover being 
preferably provided inside a circular line described as a number, such as "0" or "8" or the like in 
order to properly hide form the viewer. 
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[Claim 5] 

Nakano teaches a protectively-colored cover being shaped like a convex lens (col. 2 lines 48- 
54). Tumey teaches projecting toward the driver's seat. 
[Claim 6] 

Tumey teaches a candid camera that starts taking moving images from standby mode controlled 
by a prior-switch operation near the driver's seat as the criminal opens the door and with the 
camera ceasing operation as the criminal opens the door again after he has stopped the car and 
turns off the engine switch (Paragraph 80, 82, 85). 
[Claim 7] 

Tumey teaches the criminal sits in the driver's seat and turns the key to start the engine 
(Paragraph 80, 82, 85). 
[Claim 8] 

Tumey, Nakano and Miller fails to teach a candid camera comprising a means of transmitting 
still images of a criminal sitting in the driver's seat to the computer or mobile terminal of the car 
owner. However Official Notice is taken of the fact that it would be obvious to one skilled in the 
art at the time of the invention to have been motivated to have a means of transmitting still 
images of a criminal sitting in the driver's seat to the computer or mobile terminal of the car 
owner in order to commmicate to the owner that the car has been stolen. 
[Claim 9] 

Tumey teaches providing a candid camera being housed in a roof panel (Paragraph 31) but fails 
to teach that the candid camera is inside an indicator light case of the dashboard panel, and a hole 
being provided on a light cover of the indicator light case, the hole being covered with a 
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protectively-colored cover of the similar or the same color as that of the light cover. However it 
would be matter of design choice to place the camera in any part of the roof including the 
indicator light in order to have a clearer images. 
[Claim 10] 

It would be a matter of design choice to place the candid camera on any place on the dashboard 
including fixing on a partition wall in the meter housing of the dashboard panel. 
[Claim 11] 

Miller teaches an imitation protectively-colored cover being provided at a specific place on the 
dashboard panel (col. 2 lines 34-39). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YOGESH K. AGGARWAL whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7360. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00AM-5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sinh Iran can be reached on (571)-272-7564. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Y ogesh K Aggarwal/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2622 



